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In February 2017, the Seattle Police Department released Hy®way Strategic Plamutlining its

goals for continued momentum across all areas of operations and establishing clear benchmarks
to measure its progress towards those godf®y among the commitments detailed in that plan

ia 0KS 5 Sldledyd t6 Sofiting its systemirive to increasetransparency into its
operations and processedoth throughan annual release of dadriven reports on topics
relating to police activities in the field drby proactively releasing the raw data underlying those
NB LJ2 NIi & § 2 n dati Sortal far publie Zeviedvlaiftl analysis.

In keeping with that commitment, in Januar§1?, commensurate with releasing all use of force

data, including separate data on offieewvolved shootingsthe Department releaseds Use of

Force Annual Report, presenting its aggregate statistics regarding force events and applications
over a twayear time period between July 1, 2014 and AugustZ)16. That repoibllowed the

5SLI NIYSYyGQa ! dzadzad H n mterveMidhAdhlaiiRepos, Which detailed S O2 v F
the response to the approximately 9,300 calls for service regarding persons in behavioral health
crisis to which officers were dispatchbgtween May 2015 and May 201@ased on the data
aggregation and analyti@pacity provided by iteecently-implemented Data Analytics Platform,

020K NBLR2NI& NBTFfSOG (KS vehé& the feddbra Mohitocsaparht@yr £ A § &
confirmed: that across the board, but particularly with regard to persons in crisisgotise of

force is an empirically rare event, and that when officers do use force, they do so in a manner
that is consistent with Departmemolicy in over 99% of instanse

In this report, the Dpartment turns its focus taata surrounding policeivlian contacts that

involve the stop andimited detentionof an individual Known as &errystop,! such contacis
authorized under law and policy 2 NJ LJdzN1J2 aSa 2F Ay @SadAardAay3as
suspicion, whethethe individual is engagindnas engaged, or is about to engage in criminal
activity. During the course of @errystop, an officer may develop probable cause to effect an
arrest, but probable cause is not required to make the initial stop, nor does a stop that is based
on probable cause to arrest fall within the category dfearystop.

el

In its 2011 Findings Lettethe Department of Justice expresalyted that it did not find a pattern
or practiceof bias by Seattle police officers with respecflierrystops, but cautioned that gaps
in datacollection made it difficult to address community conceinsthat respet. Through

LInTerry v. Ohio392 U.S. 1 (1968), the United States Supreme Court held that such brief detentions are authorized
under the Fourth Amendment when, under the totality of circumstances, an officer has reasonable suspicion to
believe that criminal activity is afoot.
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subsequent policy revisions, SPD affirmatively sought to remedy this g&pojlying officers to
record, at a minimum, (1) the original and subsequent objective facts for the stop or detention;
(2) the reason for and disposition of the stopduding whether an arrest resulted); (3) whether

a frisk or search was conducted and the results of the frisk or search; (4) demographi@idarm
pertaining to the subject, including perceived race, perceived age, and perceived gender; and (5)
any comjpications or delays that contributed to an inability to provide this information.

In 2015, in conjunction with developing the Data Analytics Platform, SPD introduced a new
computerized template that allows it to capture, as part of its Records ManageB®ystem,
these and additional fieldednd narrativedata aroundTerrystops, including further metrics that

Ol LJi dzNB ¢ dtafus (antdiity od &fNiIty, GEErtified, years of servicg)he date, time,

and location of the stop, and the duration of the stophis report discusses data collected, and
trends observed, concerning 13,1Térrystops recorded over the period July 1, 2015 to January
31, 2017.

Oneimportant note regardingthese data bearsemphasisupfront. In an upcomingssessment,

as required undethe Consent Decree, the Federal Monitor will be examining these same data
as part of aeview of anydisparities in the demographics of stops and frisks.this eport, the
Departmentdescribedts raw data surrounding theerceiveddemographics ot errystops,but,

g AlGK (KSassessyienip@nNIba releasedhis report isnot intended to be astudy on
racial, ethnic, or gendetisparity,either of stops, arests, orvictimization rates in Seattle. axis

this report intended © supplant or mirror anore rigorous academic wtly that may attempt to
parse froma seeminglisparity root causes therepivhileit is well recognized that factors related

to economic and social stress contribute significantly to both offender and victimization rates
within communities, thus bringing some communities to interact with police at a higher
frequency than othersthat greder analysisis expressly beyond the scope of this present
discussion

That said, theDepartment remaingommitted to participating in efforts nationwide to advance
the state of knowledgeacross aspectrum of studywithin the social science of policingoth
through active collaborationvith researchers around the countgnd by facilitating broader
access to its data. In conjunction with the release of its Use of Force Annual Report, the
5SLI NIYSyd NBtSFaSR ( Mataiskaflegbvithe datazdeseribdsd yi th&k | |
report (thereby fulfilling and building upon its commitment, as part of the Task Force %n 21
Century Policing now managed by the Police Foundation in Washington, DpQhligh such
data in order to help communities gain greater visibility into key information on police/civilian
interactions). Extendingthat commitmentfurther, in conjunction with issuing this report the
Department is likewise proactively releasing the raw adainderlying this report to
data.seattle.gov for public review and analysis
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,dZAf RAY3 2y (KS LJX SR3IS 2dzift AYSR Ay GKS 5SLJ NI
its operations and processes, this dataset, as well as other datasets cumwahtig or that will

soon be released, will be supplemented regularly as data is input over time. As the Department
continues to enhance public visibility into and exploration of its data, the Department looks
forward to continuing engagement and partneigtwith the communities it serves.

A. Policies and Overview

¢KS {SFdOGf S t 2pblikied Segabdbdd Hrrdkls,Ys&€ayth, @Qril seizane publised,
collectively, as Title 6f the SPD ManualPolicy requirements for conducting and documenting
Terty Stops specifically are prescribedSection 6.220

Section 6.220 distinguishes between polaieilian contacts depending on theature of the
encounterand whether the stop constitutes a seizuredem law; as articulated in Section 6.220,

Aseizureoccurs any time an officer, by means of physical force or show of authority, has in some
way restrained the liberty of a citizen. A seizure may also occur if an officer uses words, actions,
or demeanor that would make a reasonable person believe thairtghe is not free to go.

Voluntary Contactsfalls within two categories. Aocial contactis a voluntary, consensual
encounter between the police and a subject with the intent of engaging in casual and/er non
investigative conversation. The subjedt i FNBES (2 SIF @S | yRk2NJ RSOf
requestsat any point. Anon-custodial interviewis a voluntary and consensual investigatory
interview that an officer conducts with a subject during which the subject is free to leave and/or
declineany2 ¥ G KS 2FFAOSNINA NI dzS & ( dobstodid iStdniie &I | & 2
seizure, and during contacts of these types, officers may not use words, action, demeanor, or
other show of authority that would indicate that a person is not fredetave.

ATerrystop is a seizureinder both state and federal law. Perrystop is defined in policy as

A brief, minimally intrusive seizure of a subject based upon articulable reasonable
suspicion in order to investigate possible criminal activity. The stop can apply to people
as well as to vehicles. The subject dfearystop is not free to leave.

Reasmable suspicionmequires

Specific, objective, articulable facts which, taken together with rational inferences, would
create a weklfounded suspicion that there is a substantial possibility that a subject has
engaged, is engaging or is about to engageiminal conduct.
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The reasonableness of thieerrystop is considered in view of the totality of the circumstances,

GKS 2FFAOSNRAE GNIAYyAy3dI YR SELSNASYOS:T YR 4K
learned during a stop can lead to additiom@hsonable suspicion or probable cause that a crime

has occurred, but canngtrovide the justification for the original stop.

An officer mayfrisk, or patdown, the subject of &errystop when, under the totality of the
circumstances and reasonable €6 dza A 2y a RNI gy FNRBY GKS 2FFAOSN
officer has reasonable suspicion that the subject may be armed and presently dangerous. A frisk

is strictly limited to a search (generally a fuitwn of outer clothing) necessary to the diseoy

of weapons that may be used to harm the officer or others nearby.

Thisreport examinesTerrystopsby Seattle police officers ovend8month period, between

July 1, 2015andJanuary 31, 2017 This study period was selected dontrol for the learning
curveassociated with th@errytemplateandreporting protocol under policyAll data utilized in

GKAAa {SOlA2y ¢l & a2 dzNDOS Rmpleidtéd Datd SnalEi& IRlatidnY Sy G Q
(DAPY.

B. General Statistics

BetweenJuly 1, 2015 and January 31, 204 Total of 13,114TerryStops were reported by 777
officers, involving 9,563 members of the communriityOf these 777 officers38.5% were
assigned to the Operations Bureau; slightly over 10% were assignedRodfessional Standards
Bureau This latter finding can be attributed to the fab&t the Professional Standards Bureau

2The DAP is a comprehensive enterprisge platform that consolidates data from multiple unique source systems,
enablingSPD to manage and analyzetogmlate data relating to police calls and incidents, civilian interactions, use
of-force incidents, admistrative processes, and officer training, replacing a long extensive process that existed prior
G2 5!t Qa Ay dS3aNI (A 2hgedkeportihdiéol abd atlvanked Grialgu& G@abilitieg that &low for the
creation of reports and dashboards fonestime reporting or continuous, redéilme monitoring of subject areas
viewable by precinct, organizational unit, assignment, and chain of command. The DAP allows supervisors,
commanders, and Command Staff to utilize these reports and dashboards to atakieiven decisions based on
analytic insights and to highlight issues of concern that may warrant deeper review.

3 Data for this report wre accessen various dates between March and May, 2@@unts will vary within a narrow
margin as records prose through thetranscription queuea manual processing and review function of RMS
adminstration. Forthat reason, each figure contains the date on which the underlying datalast accessed.
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oversees Field Training, which is where student officers on pateoadministratively assigned.
Cfficers from all bureaus may besagned to crowd management and special events.

Last Updated: 5/5/2017 5:14:27 AM

NS BUREAU

Figure 1: Stops by Administrative Assignment

Figure 1shows the distribution ofhe 99% ofTerrystops conducted by officers administratively
assigned to either the Operations or Professional StandardsaBgrbroken down by Precinct,

as well as the rate oferry Stops (number of stops per 10,000 dispatchesBy number,
approximately 60% of allerryStops were reportd by officers in the West (28.74) and North
(27.11%)precincts. An additional 13.3&of stops were reported in the South Precinct; East and
Southwest Precincts accounted for the fewest numbers of stbp4g% and 7.36% respectively).
Within the Operations Bureau, West and North Precincts also accounted for the hifgregt

Stop rates (12.8 and 116.5, respectively); South, Southwest, and East were lower (84.2, 80.6,
and 70.9, respectively). The highest rate of Terry Stops was observed among officers assigned to
the Professional Standards Bureau, at nearly 220 per 10,000 dispatdess, as this cohort
comprisesofficers infield training, a higher rate oferryStoprate among these officers would

not be unexpected.
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Figures 2 and 8how a breakdown of the 12,93rryStops reported during this study period
by the Operations and Pregsional Standards Bureaus, broken down by watch Zfignd by
watch by precinct (Fig3). Overall, stops were
distributed reldively uniformly across watches, with
only a slightly higher proportion of stops occurring
27 03%  during Second Watch. Nén observedat the precinct
1stwatch level, stops reported in the Soutkest Precinct were
observed to be the least uniform, with 50.57% of all
stops occurring on "™® Watch; this finding is likely,
however, an artifact of the relativelsmall proportion
of stops (7.8%) in theSouthwest Precinct relative to
the total observed during the study period. Stops by
39 11% officers in the Professional Standards Bureau (Training
2nd Watch and Education Section) were the most uniformly
distributed across watch.

Updated Last: 5/5/2017 5:14:27 AM

33.86%
2rd Watch

Figure 2: Stops by Watch

Updated Last: 5/ 5/2017 5:14:27 AM

27.98% 28.51% 28.14%
38.38% 31.50% 37.75%

41.27% 3rd Watch 3rd Watch st Watch
) Wa. 3rd WatCh. . 3m Watcr. 3rd Wamh. .
35 50.57%

34.59% 68% 40.66% 31.34% 43 36%
2nd watch 2nd Watch  znd watch 2nd Watch 2nd Watch 2nd Watch

EASTPCT NORTH PCT SOUTHPCT SOUTHWEST PCT TRAINING AND EDUCATIO WEST PCT

Figure 3:Stops by Watch and Precinct/Assignment

C. Stopsby Functional Assignment

Table 1shows a breakdown dferrystops, frisk rates, and arrest rates by functioassignment
categorizedor purposesof this analysis as either 911 Responseat8 or Anti-CrimeTeam or
other proactiveactivity (ACT/Proact)911 Response officers afeoseassigned to regular district
vehicleswith primary responsibility to respond to calls for service and a secondary responsibility
to patrol their assigned sectors for criminattivity or traffic violations and participate in
dedicated anticrime and community engagement duties. Beats comprises those officers
assigned to keycle and foot patrols. ACT/Proact officers are assigned to target specific criminal

6

SEATTLE POLICE DEPARTMENT



STOPS AND DETENTIGMNS®NUAL REPORT

activity, as directd by precinct commanders depending on the needs of thacprct €.9,
narcotics enforcement, warrant service, etc.), with the secondary responsibility to respond to
high priority calls for service, such aspirogress and violent crimes.

Table 1 Stopsby Functional Assignment

S%ofall Terry  Officer Terry At the aggregate level,

Stops Avg Frisk Rate  Arrest Rate controlling for function,

511 Response 75.11% 16.35 22 62% 2Z1E0%  the majority of Terry
Beats 9.74% 20.85 8.81% 20.20% stops  (75.11%) were
ACT / Proact 277% 9.05 32.32% 2488%  made by officers in a 911
Other 12 38% 6.91 21 65% 19.54% response role. Beat

officersreported the next largest proportion (9.74%) ©érrystops, followed by ACT or other
proactive squads (2.77%HAt the officer level, Beat officereported the mostTerrystops per
officer (20.85) during the 18 months of data discussed here, but tended to arrest the subjects of
their stops less frequently20.2%) than officerassigned t0911 Response (16.35 stops per
officer,21.6% arrest rate) or ACT/Proact (9.05 stops per officer, 24.84% arrestAa@i&)Proact
officersreported the highest frisk rate (32.32%); BeatBcersreported the lowest rate bfrisks
(8.81%).

Figure 4 Stops byPrecinct, Functional Assignment, and Watch
Last Updated: 5/5/2017 5:14:27 AM

SOUTHWEST TRAINING
WEST PCT NORTHPCT SOUTHPCT EASTPCT PCT AND EDUC...

Beats 2nd Watch 1.00 371 1.00
1st Watch : .
3rd Watch 22.00 1.60

911 2nd Watch 8.05 7.44 8.43

Response 1st\yatch 6.84 471
3rd Watch 578 7.63 465

ACT/ 2nd Watch 4.00 317 6.09 1.50 333

Proact  1st\watch 483 1.00 1.20 2.33 1.50
3rdwatch [RNNNGIG0| 100/ 927 486 1.00

Other 2nd Watch 2.43 517 2.50 1.00 7.33 3.60
1st Watch 1.00 7.00 3.00 2.50 417
3rd Watch 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 444

Figure 4 shows a breakdown of average officer stops by precinct/administrative assignment,
function, and watch. Across watches, officers reported on average between 8.4 and 9.5 stops
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during the study period. Officers assigned to the North Precifié\\Vatch, Beats reported the
highest average number oferry stops per officer (29); several assignments/watches across
precincts reported an average of only oherrystop per officer. Again, the representation of the
Education and Training Section (withiretProfessional Standards Bureau) in this table reflects
the administrative assignment of officers in the Field Training Program.

Updated Last: 5/5/2017 5:14:27 AM

=00 Precinct Desc: NORTH PCT
_ Q. Squad Desc: NORTH PCT 2ND WATCH - NORTH
750 .. BEATS
Terry Stop Count: 439
700 Terry Rate. 764.0 Precinct Desc: WEST PCT
Officer Dispatch Count: 5,746 Squad Desc: WEST PCT 1ST W -
650 DAVID/MARY
Terry Stop Count: 518
600 Precinct Desc: SOUTH PCT Terry Rate: 250.1
5Quad Desc: SOUTH PCT OPS - Officer Dispatch Count: 20,712
550 NIGHT ACT
Terry Stop Count: 98
= 500 Terry Rate: 395.0 Precinct Desc: WEST PCT \
= Officer Dispatch Count: 2,481 Squad Desc: WEST PCT OPS - ACT
= e . NIGHT !
- o T Terry Stop Count: 103
2 Precinct Desc: NORTHPCT T Terry Rate: 255.6
E' 400 Squad Desc: NORTHPCT 1STW . Officer Dispatch Count: 4,029
= - LINCOLN
e
- 250 Terry Stop Count: 245
2 Terry Rate 244.1 Precinct Desc: SOUTH.PCT
300 Officer Dispatch Count: 10,038 Squad Desc: SOUTH PCT OPS-, \
..... DAY ACT
20 T Terry Stop Count: 77 .
. . Terry Rate: 245.1
200 Officer Dispatch Count: 3,141
- T
100
. —— ——— R
: _ _
EAST PCT NORTH PCT SOUTH PCT SOUTHWEST PCT WEST PCT

Figure 5 Outlier Squads

Comparing squad activity within precincés measured byerrystop rate by precinct dispatch,

six squadgecordedsignificantly higher rates dferrystops than theipeers (as determined by

functional assignment)For descriptive purposes only, using the median rat€efystops per

precinct as a measure of central tendenEjgure 5shows those squads identified as recording
Terrystops at a rate outside the interquartile range b 2 (i S'Y 6KS a062E¢ NBLINB

8

SEATTLE POLICE DEPARTMENT



STOPS AND DETENTIGMHNUAL REPORT

Terrystops that fall within 25%uartilesk 6 2 S | YR 06Sft2¢ (GKS YSRALFYT
represent 1.5 stadard deviation@bove and belovihe median).Median rates ranged from 64.8

stops per 10,000 dispatches in the East Precinctto 112.1 stops per 10,000 dispatches in the North
Precinct. (Cityide, the medianTerrystop rate was 87.3 per 10,000 dispatcheer squad.)
Qutliers were observed in each precinct but East.

One note regarding these data is important to mention in the context of outlietdnlike many
jurisdictions?!Gd KS { S+ GGt S t2ft A0S 5SLINIYSYyd R2Séa yz2i
While some may look at officer stops as a proxy for proactivity, the Department does not view
the number of stops as indicative of a goal by which to measure proactive policing. Without
guestion, investigative stops, when supported by reasonable sospiare a useful tool to
address potential criminal activity encountered by police officers, but increasing or even
maintaining the level of stops year to year is not a goal for the department. Other tactics, such
as premise checks, persistent offendarests, and simply maintaining a uniformed police
presence in heightened emphasis areas, may be considered to be as effective, if not more so,
than stop and frisk models that have been of questionable value, even where supported by
reasonable suspicion]sewhere.

D. Stops by Dispatch Type

Officers are logged to calls either by a dispatcleeay (in response to a 911 call complaint from

a member of the communidyor by onviewing an incidentg.g, observingor being alerted to
behaviors that mayndicate criminal activity while on patrolEvents are initially categorized by
response priority and type based on the initial information provided to a dispatcher by a 911
caller or, in the case of eviewed incidents, the officer (initial call typd)ased on updated or
more complete information obtained during the call, the event may be reclassified upon closing
(final call type).

4 http://www.newsweek.com/2016/06/10/stapdfrisk-philadelphiacrisis-reformpolice-460951.htnl
https://www.washingtonpost.com/newsAtirdwp/2016/09/21/itlooks-like-rudy-giuliani-convinceddonaldtrump-
thatstop-andfrisk-actuallyworks/?utm_term=.d499ab3537bf
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Figure 6 Stops by Initial and Final Call Types (Dispatched)

Updated Last: 3/7/2017 2:51:13 PM

Case Type Final Desc
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Case Type Initial Desc Yo 3 A TE ? 5 T == TS = T B S T @ S
SUSPICIOUS PERSON, VEHICLE OR INCIDENT 6.70% 1.95% 1.24% 0.09% 0.22% 0.40% 1.02% 1.51% 23.13%
ASLT - |PfJO -WITH OR W/'O WPNS (NO SHOOﬂNGS) 0.71 0.31% 32% 2.31% 2.80% 0.18% 0.27% 21.54%
DISTURBANCE, MISCELLANEOUS/OTHER 1.60% 10.61% 1.42% 0.53% 0.53% 0.44% 20.38%
TRESPASS 1.29% ) 0.09% 0.71% 0.44% 17.32%
FIGHT - IP - PHYSICAL (NO WEAPONS) 0.09% 0.58% 2.49% 3.51% 2.22% 0.89% 0.71% 0.18% 10.66%
THEFT (DOES NOT INCLUDE SHOPLIFT OR SVCS) 3.11% 0.22% 0.62% 0.75% 0.22% 4.93%
SHOPLIFT - THEFT 0.18% 0.62% 0.44% 0.22% 0.18% 0.40% 2.04%
Grand Total 23.67% 20.83% 20.25% 16.92% 6.17% 4.62% 4.09% 3.46%  100.00%

Over 180 distinct initial call types, and nearly 190 final call types, were represented witHil the
months of Terrystop data reported here Figures 6 and ghow thedistribution of Terrystops
associated withthe top 10most frequently observed dispdied Fig.6) and onviewed (Fig. §

call types across subset population of 3,98&ssociatedTerry stops. Of these, the largest
LINELR2NIGAZ2ZY 2F OFftfa oOHodmMo20 6SNB AYyAGAFGSR
commensurately, the most frequent selution (23.67%) to a dispatched call involvingeary

stop was thed { dza LIA OA 2 dzic SushONUCRdd¥aa Ut FRRSR, ¥ssault, and disturbance

calls had similarly complementary representatioetween initial and final calls typgaround

14%, 12%, and 11%&spectively). Within the subset of alewed calls, officers most frequently
(35.54%) initiatedand closedcalltypess & | Gt NBYA&aS [/ KSO| o¢

Figure 7 Stops by Initial and Final Call Types (Urewed)

Last Updated: 3/7/2017 2:51:13PM

Case Type Final Desc
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Case Type Initial Desc T3EP53E FHE  se 85 Fysfzis  SLRSsS &
PREMISE CHECK, OFFICER INITIATED ONVIEW ONLY W 0.34% 0.17% 0.17% 0.09% 35.54%
SUSPICIOUS STOP - OFFICER INITIATED ONVIEW 0.09% 318%  146%  6.09% 043%  017%  31.93%
SUSPICIOUS PERSON, VEHICLE OR INCIDENT 0.17% 730%  215%  026%  043%  052%  017%  0.09% 11.07%
DISTURBANCE, MISCELLANEOUS/OTHER 052%  034%  060%  498%  034%  275%  103%  043%  10.99%
TRESPASS 0.09%  0.60%  4.89%  0.26%  0.34% 6.18%
THEFT (DOES NOT INCLUDE SHOPLIFT OR SVCS) 0.69% 0.43%  0.0%%  0.34% 1.55%
FIGHT - IP - PHYSICAL (NO WEAPONS) 0.60% 017%  0.34% 1.12%
ASLT - IP/JO - WITH OR W/O WPNS (NO SHOOTINGS) 0.09% 0.77%  017%  1.03%
SHOPLIFT - THEFT 043%  00%%  0.09% 0.60%
Grand Total 32.36%  20.77%  14.08%  10.13%  8.15%  7.90%  3.09%  275%  0.77% 100.00%
10

SEATTLE POLICE DEPARTMENT



STOPS AND DETENTIGMNS®NUAL REPORT

Figure 8shows theresolution ofTerrya 1 2 LJA X & Faa20A1F 4G4SR 6AGK
ODSYSNIYf h¥FSyaSov wSLER2NI®é GKFG YIe o6S I|aa
prosecutorial action, or a citation or infraction notification. Street Checks are teegathin

GKS S5SLINIYSYyGiQa wSO2NR alylF3aSySyd {eadSy (K
community member that does not necessarily involve a violation of law or the identification of a

cime. ADh NB L2 NI Aa GKS 5SLJ NibfornSayon @latinghaNgportdd2 NJ R 2 C
or potential crime or criminal investigation that may form the basis for either an arrest or a

referral for prosecution without arrestTerrystops most frequently resolved with a Street Check
(38.55%); controlling for function, that rate ranged between43¥% for 911 Responders and

59.20% for officers assigned to BeaBlightly fewer (36.6%) were associated with a GO Report

without arrest; approximately 21% resolved with an arrest (with GO or other supplemental

report).

Figure 8 Stops by Resolution

Last Updated: 5/8/2017 5:06:18 AM

911 Response 35.46%
Other 39.40%
Beats 59.15%
ACT /Proact 45 58%

0% 109% 20% 30% 40% 509% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
96 of Total Terry Stop Count

Stop Resolution (group)
m-
M citation / Infraction
M GO for Prosecutorial Referral
W Arrest with GO or Supplemental
M GO Report

Street Check
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E. Stops ly Subject Demographiés

Figure 9 Perceived Subject Gender

Last Updated: 5/8/2017 5:06:18 AM Absent probable cause to arrest or a
statutory exceptiorf, subjects ofTerrystops
are generally not required to answer
questions or identify  themselves.
Information relating to the gender, age, and

20.54% race of subjects oflerry stops ¢ requisite

male data under policy (Manual Section 6.220%

accordingly limited tohe perception of the

officer on the sceneFigures9 and 10show a

breakdown ofTerry stops by the perceived

gender and race of subjectSubjects ofrerry
stops were overwhelmingly perceived to be
male, comprising approximately 78% of the
subject populéon.

1.04%
Unable to Determine

78.42%
Male

Approximately 48% of subjects were perceived to be Wiaijpgroximately 3% of subjects were
perceived to be Black. Officers perceived subjects to be Hispanic, American Indian/Alaska Native,
Multi-Racial, Asian, and Other less than 5% instaes each.SeeFigure 10.

5 The @partment provides these statistics solagdescriptiveand for the purpose of transparencecause of the

low population size oferrystops overallr{), and the particularly low when further categorizetly perceived race

and age, the Department does not assert any statistical significance to these findings, and urges the reader not t
extrapolate from these findings conclusighat could only be validated by a more refined statistical analysis.

6 Suhjectswho are stopped for traffic infractions (RCW 46.61.021), attempting to purchase liguor (RCW 66.20.180),
or who are carrying a concealed pistol (RCW 9.41.050) are required to produce identification upon Yeaee stn

officer has probable cause issue a notice of infraction for a violation of a city ordinance, an officer may detain
subjects long enough to identify them.
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Last Updated: 5/8/2017 5:06:18 AM

Subject Perceived Race
B -
B American Indian / Alaskan Native

_ 3.51% _ M Asian
American Indian / Alaskan Native H elack

M Hispanic
Multi-Racial
47 .58% 31.87% M Other
wWhite Black M Unknown
W white

2.84%
Multi-racial

Figure 10 Perceived Subject RaceA\ggregate

Figurellshows a comparison of proportioms perceived subject radeetween dispatche@dnd
on-view calls. Although a slight decreaséhia proportion of subjects perceived to be Black was
observed in orviewed incidents, in general, there was little variation between dispatched and
more discretionary ofrviewed incidents.

Last Updated: 5/8/2017 5:06:18 AM

DISPATCH ONVIEW Subject Perceived Race
H-
[ American Indian / Alaskan Native
W Asian
W Black
M Hispanic
Multi-Racial
W other
[ unknown
W white

3.55% 3.38%
American Indian / Alaskan MNative American Indian / Alaskan MNative

29.55%
Black

47.45%
White

32.72% 47 .94%
Black White

4.72% 2.50% 3.?"3%
Unknown  Multi-Racial Multi-Racial

Figure 11 Perceived Subject RaaeDispatched v. O#iewed Cdb
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Similarly, as shown inFigure 12
when considered across operational
functions, the distribution of
perceived subject race remained
generally stable, with the exception
of stops conduad by ACT/Proact
squads. Within this subsebf stops
the largest proportion of subjects
comprised those perceived to be
Black; however, considering the
substantially lower proportion of
stops conducted by ACT/Proact
officers (comprising less than 3% of
the total dataset,seeTable 1),t is
unlikely that this difference would
be statistically significant (an inquiry
that would require analysis of
additional controls, given the nature
of ACT assignment, and beyond
the scope of this present report).

Figure12: Perceived Subject Race
by Functional Assignment
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